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POLITICAL ACTION FOR 1964 

The frenzied and threatening attack on "right-wingers”; the farmers’ vote in the 1963 
Wheat Referendum; the fact that much of President Kennedy’s major legislative program 
is still being delayed, if not stopped, in Congress; the fact that (so far, at least) the present 
Congress is voting more nearly in compliance with constitutional principles than any 
previous Congress has voted for years; the fact that many Americans, previously apathetic 
about governmental policies, are now gravely concerned about the direction of affairs in 
Washington; the fact that even Americans who have always supported the policies of 
totalitarian liberalism are now outraged by the gangster-like behavior of the Kennedy 
Administration — these are a few of the signs that a prolonged educational effort by 
constitutional conservatives has begun to have profound effect. 

If the educational work is continued, and supplemented by intelligent political action 
from now until election day, 1964, we can turn the tide against totalitarian liberalism. 


Independent Electors 

T he American Founding Fathers realized that voters on the frontiers and in remote 
areas of the Republic in the 18 th Century could not get enough information about national 
candidates to make an informed choice at the polls. Hence, they devised the Electoral College 
system. Voters in each state would elect a group of respected local men (equal in number 
to the state’s total delegation in Congress), to serve as Presidential Electors. At a fixed time, 
the elected Presidential Electors from all states would meet, as an Electoral College, to choose 
a President and Vice President of the United States. The Electors were to be independent, 
as.individuals, to cast their votes in the Electoral College, as they saw fit. If members of 
the Electoral College could not muster a majority vote for one man as President, the presi- 
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dential election would be deadlocked; and the 
House of Representatives (each State having 
one vote) would elect a President. 

This arrangement is still in existence. As the 
party system came to dominate American poli¬ 
tics, however, the intent and functioning of 
the Electoral College system were violated by 
the so-called "party pledge” which was pre¬ 
sumed to be binding upon Presidential Elec¬ 
tors; and by the custom of "bloc voting” in 
the Electoral College. 

As the system now works, Democrats and 
Republicans each select, in every state, a slate 
of Presidential Electors to appear on the bal¬ 
lot in the general election. Voters seldom know 
the names of the Presidential Electors. Most 
voters do not seem to realize they are voting 
for electors: they think they are voting for 
presidential and vice-presidential candidates. 
But, in reality, as voters choose between Re¬ 
publican and Democrat nominees, they are 
actually voting, not for the nominees, but for 
Republican or Democrat electors in their 
State. The party electors, who get a majority 
of the popular vote, cast the state’s entire 
electoral vote for party nominees. 

T oday, there is more practical need for the 
pure, constitutional Electoral College System 
of selecting a President than there was in the 
18 th Century. Today, the techniques of mass 
propaganda and mass thought-control make 
it even more impossible for the average voter 
to get credible information about a national 
personality running for President. 

Present election practices enable political 
parties to stampede the public into making a 
choice between two presidential candidates 
who stand for the same thing — leaving voters 
no opportunity to register a preference for a 
philosophy of government, but permitting 
them only to choose between men whose real 
philosophies and personalities have been ob¬ 
scured by the bitterness and dishonesty of 
party rivalry and by the thunder of political 
propaganda. 


The remarkable group of statesmen now 
known as the Founding Fathers, who wrote 
our Constitution in 1787, believed that the 
Electoral College System — affording the peo¬ 
ple some insulation against the heat and pas¬ 
sions of a national election, and providing a 
checkmate against the popular tendency to 
follow blindly the most flamboyant or extrav¬ 
agantly financed candidate — would have a 
better chance to put great men into the Presi¬ 
dency than any system of direct elections could 
possibly have. 

I agree with this view. The present system 
produces Presidents who promise one thing 
and then, after election, move in the opposite 
direction — claiming some emergency as the 
reason: in 1932, Roosevelt promised the people 
economy and adherence to constitutional 
principles, but gave them extravagance and 
contempt for the Constitution from 1933 on¬ 
ward; in 1940, Roosevelt promised the people 
peace, while arranging a war; in 1952, Eisen¬ 
hower condemned such dangerous programs as 
federal aid to education and promised to clean 
up the mess in Washington, but, after election, 
recommended more federal aid to education 
than any previous President and made the 
Washington mess messier; in 1960, Kennedy 
promised a firm policy with regard to Cuba, 
but in 1961 made the weak Eisenhower policy 
even weaker. 

Obviously, a President chosen by the Elec¬ 
toral College in the true spirit of the Constitu¬ 
tion might also betray his campaign promises; 
but the constitutional way of electing Presi¬ 
dents and Vice Presidents of the United States 
is, at least, the best known way for this solemn 
responsibility to be discharged. Certainly, as 
long as it is the constitutionally prescribed 
method, it is the one that should be used. 

T he Independent Electors Movement — 
now very strong in the states of Alabama, 
Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, and Mississippi — 
is an effort to re-establish the brilliantly-con¬ 
ceived Electoral College System of selecting 
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Presidents and Vice Presidents of the United 
States. 

But political habits generations old have 
tainted, to some degree, operation of the Inde¬ 
pendent Electors Movement. In 1960, for ex¬ 
ample, voters in six southern states did "free” 
their electors: they elected men, on Democrat 
tickets, who were not pledged to support Ken¬ 
nedy. It was known that those who supported 
the Independent Electors Movement in these 
six states expected their Electors not to vote 
for Kennedy, under any circumstance. When 
the Electoral College met, however, only the 
Independent Electors of Mississippi, and half 
of those of Alabama refused to vote for Ken¬ 
nedy. Electors of four southern states, and half 
the Alabama electors, though put on the bal¬ 
lots and elected as "independents,” voted for 
Kennedy in the Electoral College. 

Independent Voters of the USA 

In addition to the Independent Electors 
Movement, and various third-party efforts in 
several states, two intelligent plans for politi¬ 
cal action have originated in Dallas, Texas: 
Walter Reed’s Independent Voters of the USA, 
and Frank McGehee’s Political Coordinating 
Committee. 

The essence of Walter Reed’s plan is a 
pledge, which all members of Independent 
Voters of the USA, are asked to sign: 

"In the election of 1964, I pledge to sup¬ 
port only those candidates for President and 
Vice-President. . . who have shown by past 
actions that they will follow closely the Con¬ 
stitution of the United States. If neither 
major party nominates such candidates, I shall 
support any third party candidates who I 
know will follow closely the Constitution. 

"I pledge not to support, in any way ... 
Mr. John F. Kennedy, Mr. Robert Kennedy, 
Mr. Nelson Rockefeller, or other men of their 
viewpoint.” 

Independent Voters will concentrate on re¬ 
cruiting members in 11 southern states. They 
feel there is broader public opposition to Ken¬ 


nedy Democrats and Rockefeller Republicans 
in the South than elsewhere, and believe that, 
if constitutional conservatives can control the 
128 electoral votes of the South, they can con¬ 
trol the presidential election in 1964 — or, 
at least, deny victory to either Kennedy or 
Rockefeller. 

Independent Voters will try to get third- 
party electors for presidential and vice-presi¬ 
dential candidates on the ballot in all southern 
states. Some, or all, of the 11 southern states 
may agree on the same third party and the 
same candidates; or, each state may have an 
independent third party, running its own can¬ 
didates for President and Vice President. In 
some southern states, where a respectable third 
party already exists, constitutionalists may 
support its efforts to get on the ballot with elec¬ 
tors who will vote only for constitutionalist 
candidates. In other states, constitutionalists 
may organize a new party. 

The idea is to get on the ballot, in every 
southern state, with presidential and vice-pres¬ 
idential electors who are constitutionalists. 

Once organized and on the ballot with some 
kind of constitutionalist third party in 11 
southern states, the Independent Voters will 
go to leaders of both major parties and say: 

If, in your 1964 national convention, you 
nominate genuine, proven, constitutionalist 
conservatives for President and Vice Presi¬ 
dent, we will disband our third-party move¬ 
ments in the southern states and give you 
maximum support. If you do not select candi¬ 
dates whom constitutionalists like, we will re¬ 
double our efforts and guarantee that your 
candidates will lose the 128 electoral votes of 
the South; and without those southern elec¬ 
toral votes, your candidates cannot win. 

If — as is most likely — both Democrats 
and Republicans spurn constitutional con¬ 
servatives in 1964 and select Kennedy and 
Rockefeller (or others like them), the people 
of the South, with good third-party candidates 
already on the ballot, will have a chance to 
keep either the Republican or the Democrat 
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from getting the 128 southern Electoral Col¬ 
lege votes. This would throw the presidential 
election into the House of Representatives. If 
conservatives in the 3 9 states outside the South 
support this movement to the extent of elect¬ 
ing constitutionalists to the House of Repre¬ 
sentatives, the House would elect a constitu¬ 
tionalist to be President. 

The Independent Voters plan, to get third- 
party electors on the ballots even in the jive 
southern states where the Independent Elec¬ 
tors Movement is already strong, is intended 
to give voters some protection against a repeti¬ 
tion of what happened in 1960. The Inde¬ 
pendent Voters can have direct interviews with 
every Independent Elector who may be on the 
ballot in 1964, explaining to the elector his 
right, if elected, to vote in the Electoral College 
as he pleases, but pinning him down to a specific 
promise that he will vote only for constitution¬ 
alist candidates, regardless of party label. If the 
Independent Electors in any state refuse to give 
clear and unequivocal promise, the conserva¬ 
tives can reject the Independent Electors in 
that state and vote for the third-party electors 
who are constitutionalists. 

The Independent Voters plan is sound. 
Every constitutional conservative (not just in 
11 southern states, but in all 5 0 states) who 
really wants to do something to obviate the 
disaster of a Rockefeller-versus-Kennedy pres¬ 
idential election in 1964 — and who is not 
already in touch with a movement which looks 
better to him than the Independent Voters 
plan — should write immediately, for full in¬ 
formation, to Walter Reed, Independent Vot¬ 
ers of the USA, P. O. Box 9691, Dallas 14, 
Texas. 

Political Coordinating Committee 

Frank McGehee organized the National 
Indignation Convention in 1961. For the past 
several months, he has been working, with 
considerable progress, on a plan for political 


action in 1964. His objective is the same as that 
of Walter Reed. 

McGehee’s Political Coordinating Commit¬ 
tee is working nation-wide, and exclusively 
within the framework of the Republican and 
Democrat parties — on the presumption that 
there are enough well-informed constitutional 
conservatives to capture control of one or both 
major political parties, if the conservatives will 
go to work now, recruiting and organizing for 
political activity, in both parties, at all levels, 
from neighborhood precincts to the national 
conventions of 1964. 

If their activities were properly organized 
and directed, constitutional conservatives 
could win control of a majority of the political 
precincts of both parties, in a majority of the 
counties, in most states of the Union. If this 
were done, conservatives would control county 
political conventions which elect delegates to 
state conventions. At the state conventions, 
conservative delegates, having a majority, 
would select conservatives as delegates to the 
national conventions — and would also select 
the slates of Presidential Electors to appear on 
ballots in the 1964 general elections. These 
Presidential Electors, selected because they are 
constitutionalists, would vote only for a con¬ 
stitutionalist as President, regardless of party 
label. 

If the Political Coordinating Committee’s 
plan of action at precinct, county, and state 
levels works successfully in both parties and in 
most states, then both Republicans and Demo¬ 
crats in 1964 will have national conventions 
controlled by conservatives and will therefore 
select conservatives as their presidential and 
vice-presidential candidates; and voters, at the 
polls, can make their choice on the basis of 
personal or party preference. 

If the plan works successfully in only one 
major party (Republican, let us say), then the 
Republican National Convention of 1964 will 
nominate constitutional conservatives and the 
Democrats will nominate Kennedy and John¬ 
son, or some other pair of totalitarian liberals. 
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This would give voters a clearcut choice 
between freedom and socialism. 

If the plan works successfully in only a few 
states, then, obviously, the conservative dele¬ 
gates which those states send to the Republican 
and Democrat national conventions of 1964 
will be outvoted; and both conventions will 
do as they have been doing every presidential 
election year for more than a quarter of a 
century: they will write socialist platforms 
(while paying lip service to freedom and con¬ 
stitutional government); and they will nomi¬ 
nate totalitarian liberals who pretend reverence 
for the Constitution which they obviously 
despise. 

In this event, however, the Political Coordi¬ 
nating Committee’s plan of action would still 
have on the ballot, in the few states where it 
worked successfully, Presidential Electors, 
known to be constitutionalists, who would not 
vote for their party nominees. If this happened 
in enough states to deny the presidential elec¬ 
tion to either Democrats or Republicans, it 
would have the same effect that the Indepen¬ 
dent Voters plan and the Independent Electors 
Movement would have — it would throw the 
presidential election into the House of Rep¬ 
resentatives, where conservatives would have 
a chance to make their voices heard. 


for the past three decades, and have produced 
nothing new or promising for 1964. It is time 
for conservatives to support young men with 
enough dedication and energy to try some¬ 
thing sensible which shows promise — unless 
they can effectively organize something better. 


Goldwater 

either of the political-action plans, dis¬ 
cussed above, conflicts with plans of other con¬ 
servatives to promote such men as Senator 
Barry Goldwater (Republican, Arizona) as 
presidential candidates in 1964. 

Goldwater has a good voting record in the 
Senate, and has made numerous stands and 
statements in support of constitutional prin¬ 
ciples. He does have what is called "political 
glamor,” and is a better conservative than any 
other Republican who is equally well known 
throughout the nation. 


O n the other hand: 

— In the 1950’s, Goldwater joined the Na¬ 
tional Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People and contributed $400 to that 
hate-inciting organization, which supports 
every major federal program to undermine the 
American constitutional system. (1) 


Individuals interested in the Political Co¬ 
ordinating Committee plan of action, within 
the Democrat and Republican parties, should 
write to Frank McGehee, 3737 Van Ness Lane, 
Dallas 20, Texas. 


Though the Independent Voters plan and 
the Political Coordinating Committee plan are 
different, and though they are rivals in the 
sense that individuals may make a choice 
between supporting one or the other, they are 
not in conflict. Indeed, they complement each 
other well. 


Walter Reed and Frank McGehee are young, 
relatively unknown, and, as organizers of 
political action, relatively inexperienced. But 
the "old hands” have done nothing effective 


— Goldwater has praised Governor Nelson 
Rockefeller as a "beacon of courage” (2) and 
has made numerous statements to the effect 
that there "are only very slight policy differ¬ 
ences” between him and Rockefeller/ 35 

— On April 14, 1961, Goldwater, in a 
speech to the Senate, said he was in favor of 
Kennedy’s Peace Corps idea. <4) 

— On August 9, 1961, Goldwater said that 
Republicans should not waste their time op¬ 
posing the re-election of Senator J. William 
Fulbright in Arkansas. Goldwater remarked 
that "We [meaning Republicans] don’t have 
anything against Bill. ” (5) 

— On March 31, 1962, Goldwater praised 
Robert F. Kennedy as a "hard-hitting salesman 
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of American ideals” and expressed a wish that 
Kennedy could become a "full-time, roving 
ambassador” for the United States. Goldwater 
was referring to Robert F. Kennedy’s trip 
through the Far East, Europe, and elsewhere. 
One of Robert F. Kennedy’s most widely pub¬ 
licized statements on this trip was an apology 
to the world for American behavior in the 
Mexican War of the 19 th Century — the war 
which brought California and Texas, and a 
portion of Arizona, into the American Union. 
Goldwater said he had "a great regard for 
Bobby.” (6) 

Senator Goldwater’s greatest disservice to 
the conservative movement occurred in 1960. 

Many conservative leaders started as early as 
195 8, spending their time and money promot¬ 
ing Barry Goldwater as a candidate for Presi¬ 
dent. Some who liked Goldwater feared, how¬ 
ever, that he lacked the forceful qualities of 
leadership necessary if conservatives were to 
have any influence on the platform or nomi¬ 
nations of the 1960 Republican National Con¬ 
vention; and that Goldwater, being, above all, 
a Republican party man, would throw his 
support behind anyone whom the Republicans 
might nominate in 1960. 

Throughout 1958, 1959, and early 1960, 
many conservatives were worried about the 
drive to pin all hope on Goldwater. They felt 
it was all right to support Goldwater, but 
believed that some time and money should be 
put in an effort (then being made without 
adequate financing or leadership) to get Inde¬ 
pendent Electors or third-party candidates on 
the ballots in 1960 — so that, if Goldwater 
weakened and threw his support to someone 
like Nixon or Rockefeller in 1960, conserva¬ 
tives would still have a chance to accomplish 
something. 

Others were convinced that, if conservatives 
could show real strength at the 1960 Republi¬ 
can National Convention, Goldwater would 
fight for his own nomination, and would bolt 
the Convention and lead a protest movement 


if the Convention nominated Nixon or Rocke¬ 
feller or anyone like them. 

The counsel of caution was ignored. Impor¬ 
tant conservative leaders put all their effort 
behind Goldwater; and they made a tremen¬ 
dous show of strength for him at the 1960 
Republican National Convention. Even left- 
wing commentators covering the Convention 
(Edward R. Murrow and Eric Sevareid, for 
example) observed, during the opening days 
of that gathering, that it was a Goldwater 
Convention, emphatically. 

Goldwater gave the conservatives no leader¬ 
ship whatever. He spurned their pleas for lead¬ 
ership. At a critical moment, he folded and 
gave his support to Nixon. Thus, in 1960, 
Goldwater, in effect, played the role of a Judas 
goat, leading the conservative political move¬ 
ment up a blind alley where it was blackjacked. 

Conservatives now booming Goldwater for 
President in 1964 should take the precaution 
they failed to take prior to 1960. They should 
continue to support Goldwater if they think 
this a good means of building conservative 
strength in the Republican Party; but, for the 
sake of our Republic, they should not devote 
all of their political effort to Goldwater. They 
should give some of their time and money to 
efforts which will put constitutionalists on the 
ballots as Presidential Electors in 1964, so that, 
if Goldwater again fails the cause, all con¬ 
stitutional conservatives will have some place 
to go, and some genuine choice to make, on 
election day. 

Thurmond and Others 

Senator Strom Thurmond (Democrat, 
South Carolina) is, in my opinion, the best 
conservative in the Senate. There is consider¬ 
able support for Thurmond as a presidential 
candidate in 1964 — among various third- 
party groups, and also within the Democrat 
Party. 
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Do not believe the political cliche that a 
southerner could not be elected President. The 
people of the nation would elect as President 
a real constitutional conservative, regardless 
of what section he comes from, if they had a 
chance. It does seem obvious, however, that a 
southerner has little chance to be nominated 
for President, by either major political party. 

My advice to Thurmond supporters, there¬ 
fore, is essentially the same as my advice to 
Goldwater supporters — and to supporters of 
other known conservatives, such as Senator 
John Tower (Republican, Texas): support 
your favorite conservative if you feel that this 
helps build conservative strength in one of the 
two major parties, or if it helps strengthen 
some intelligent third-party movement in your 
state; but, beyond that, work to get constitu¬ 
tional conservatives on the ballot in all states, 
as Presidential Electors, in 1964. This is the 


only way to guarantee that conservatives will 
have a chance to act politically, in the interest 
of saving our Republic, if Republicans and 
Democrats give us the tweedle-dee, tweedle¬ 
dum choice of Kennedy versus Rockefeller — 
or a choice equally dismal, and harmful to the 
cause of liberty. 

Reports On Disarmament 

imminent possibility of a Kennedy dis¬ 
armament decision, which could surrender 
American independence and leave our nation 
helpless, troubles every well-informed patriot. 
This subject was discussed in three recent is¬ 
sues of this Report — Disarmament — Parts 
I, II and III, dated May 6, May 13, and May 
20, 1963. Background material on the subject 
is in three older Reports, which are still avail¬ 
able: "Disarmament — Surrender to World 
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Government,” dated March 28, 1960; "Stra¬ 
tegic Surrender,” dated December 11, 1961; 
and "Defense or Surrender?” dated March 26, 
1962. 

These three old issues and the recent three- 
part series on disarmament are available as a 
set of 6 for $ 1.00. 

Have You Seen This? 

.A United Press International dispatch with 
a Frankfurt, Germany, dateline, published in 
the May 3 0, 1963, issue of The Los Angeles 
Times: 

"Official U.S. sources indicated Wednesday 
that overseas civilian employees of the Penta¬ 
gon and wives and older children of American 
servicemen stationed abroad soon may be 
required to wear uniforms, making them sub¬ 
ject to military trial. 

"An Air Force spokesman said the Army 
and Air Force were considering a plan along 
these lines devised by Maj. Gen. Albert M. 
Kuhfeld, judge advocate of the Air Force. 

"The Kuhfeld plan was intended to solve 
the problem created by the U.S. Supreme 
Court’s 1957 ruling that servicemen’s rela¬ 


tives and civilian employees abroad could not 
be court-martialed for capital crimes. 

"The spokesman said the plan envisions the 
creation of a 'military support corps’ for 
soldiers’ and airmen’s dependents over 18. 

"No one would be required to join either 
corps, but no one who refused to do so would 
be sent abroad by the armed forces, the spokes¬ 
man said. 

"The Overseas Family, a private publica¬ 
tion, published an interview with Kuhfeld 
saying that members of the proposed corps 
also would be required to sign a statement 
waiving the right to civilian trial before being 
sent overseas.” 
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